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DECLARATION OF COUNSEL 

I, CURTIS BRIGGS, declare: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice in the State of 
California, and counsel of record for defendant KWOK CHEUNG CHOW 
herein . 

2. The statements in the accompanying SUPPLEMENTAL MOTION 
FOR A MISTRIAL IN THE CASE AGAINST KWOK CHOW are true and 
correct to the best of my knowledge, based on my information and 
belief. If called to testify in this matter I would testify to 
the following: 

3. While experiencing judicial interference during my 
cross examination of both UCE 4599 and Agent Pascua, a majority 
of the time the judge would interject and voice confusion I 
could hear at least one juror sigh in disapproval. My impression 
was the disapproval was for me. 

4. On numerous occasions the Court interjected with the 
name of a person who was not the subject of my question making 
it difficult to control the questioning. 

5. On at least two occasions the Court insisted I was 
trying to impeach or was impeaching improperly when I was not 
doing so, causing more confusion on my part. 

6. The Court admonished me not to argue in front of the 
jury but I asked for several recesses which were not granted. 

The discussions during recess resulted in several sua sponte 
rulings that my line of questioning was irrelevant. 

7. At one point the Court interrupted my cross 
examination and read from a jury instruction which did not state 
that the FBI agents could participate in crimes and then 
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instructed the jury that criminal acts by the FBI in the course 
of undercover operations were not against the law. Based on 
information and belief this is a misapplication of the law to 
the circumstances I was addressing. The Court sounded 
aggravated and hostile when doing so and refused the strike the 
instruction to the jury. 

8. Inquiry into wether agents followed written policies 
pursuant to Attorney General and FBI guidelines, and wether the 
investigation overall was handled in accordance with such 
guidelines, is relevant to the credibility of offending agents 
and specifically would be used to elicit and demonstrate bias 
against my client in front of the jury. 

9. My client has shared with me that the Court's conduct 
has caused him to lose confidence in the administration of this 
trial and he is of the belief that the Court retaliated against 
him while on cross examination. My client explained that he was 
having difficult understanding the questions do to language and 
hearing issues and he felt betrayed by the Court for not 
intervening to ensure his understanding of the questions. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct. Executed this 27th day of December, 2015, at 
San Francisco, California. 


/s/ Curtis Briggs 

CURTIS BRIGGS 
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